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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 May 2006 . 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Attach ment(s) 

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/MaiI Date . 6) O Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20060710 



Application/Control Number: 09/942,818 
Art Unit: 2629 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Acknowledgement is made of the amendment filed by the Applicant on 5/8/06, in which: 
the rejections of the claims are traversed. Claims 5,7,20,24,28 and 29 are currently pending 
in U.S. Application Serial No. 09/942,818, and an Office Action on the merits follows. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5/8/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. Applicants argue, that: one of ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated to 
add yet another input means to the teachings of 3COM, as the input means of 3COM 
regarding the onscreen keyboard and the Graffiti area already provide substantially the 
same functionality as that offered from DEROCHER; and neither DEROCHER nor 
KOBAYASHI disclose or suggest, either separately or in any combination, displaying 
computer generated information in a display screen region of a hand held device in an 
area identified by permanent printing. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. The input means offered by DEROCHER includes 
utilizing a touch screen region as a sub-display region for displaying computer generated 
information, the sub-display being different than that of a main display unit of an electronic 
device. The displaying of computer generated information on the touch screen region may 
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include "soft" keys to replace the physical keys on the electronic device or to display a window 
that notifies a user of a specific, required action (DEROCHER: column 7, lines 1-12). 

Applying the above input means offered by DEROCHER to the teachings of 3COM 
would result in utilizing a touch screen region (e.g., graffiti writing area) as a sub-display for 
displaying computer generated information (e.g., "soft" keys, window notification, etc.), the sub- 
display region being different than that of a main display unit (e.g., screen) (3COM: page 6). 

As noted by Applicants, page 20 of 3COM discloses three ways to enter data: (1) using 
an onscreen keyboard displayed on a main display unit (e.g., screen), in which a user may enter 
data by tapping the onscreen keyboard to enter data represented by the key; (2) using touch 
screen region (e.g., graffiti writing area) to enter data with strokes from a stylus; and (3) 
synchronizing with Palm Desktop software. 

It is evident that the input means listed above by 3COM does not offer utilizing a touch 
screen region (e.g., graffiti writing area) as a sub-display for displaying computer generated 
information (e.g., "soft" keys, window notification, etc.), the sub-display being different than that 
of a main display unit (e.g., screen), as taught/suggested by DEROCHER. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of 3COM in view of 
DEROCHER, as detailed above, for providing a user with another means of entering information 
(DEROCHER: column 7, lines 10-12). 

Therefore, the teachings of 3COM and DEROCHER taken collectively would have 
suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art the displaying of computer generated information in 
a display screen region of a hand held device in an area identified by permanent printing (e.g., a 
touch screen region as a sub-display region, the sub-display being different than that of a main 
display unit of an electronic device). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 

claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 

claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 

evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 

the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 

invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 

and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 5,7,20,28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over 3Com Corporation (Handbook for the Palm V Organizer , 1999, hereinafter "3Com®") in 
view of Derocher (US 6,822,640 B2, hereinafter "Derocher") and Kobayashi (US 
2001/0044319 A1, hereinafter "Kobayashi"). 

As to independent Claims 5 and 20, 3Com® teaches/suggests a method for displaying 
information comprising: a first touch screen region (e.g., graffiti writing area) of a hand held 
device in an area identified by permanent printing (e.g., icons on application launcher), wherein 
said hand held device comprises a main display screen region (e.g., screen) distinct from said 
first screen region, said main display screen region free of any area of permanent printing, 
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wherein said first screen region is implemented using a first screen unit, and said main display 
screen region is implemented using a second display screen unit (3Com®: pages 6,7,15-20). 

3Com® does not disclose expressly wherein the first touch screen region is a display 
screen implemented using a first display screen unit for displaying computer generated 
information, or displaying said computer generated information on said first display screen unit 
automatically in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen unit 

Derocher teaches/suggests a computing device comprising a main display screen region 
(e.g., a display of a laptop); and a touch screen region (e.g., touchpad) that is implemented 
using a display screen unit for displaying computer generated information (Derocher: col. 7, 
lines 1-12). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of 3Com® such that the first touch screen region 
was implemented using a display screen unit (hereinafter "first display screen unit") for 
displaying computer generated information, as taught/suggested by Derocher. The 
suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide a user with another means for 
entering information (Derocher: col. 7, lines 10-12). 

Kobayashi teaches/suggests a hand held device comprising a first display screen unit 26 
and a second display screen unit 20, and displaying information on said first display screen unit 
automatically in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen unit (Kobayashi: 
pages 2-3, par. [0030,0034-0035]). At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the teachings of 3Com® and 
Derocher such that information was displayed on the first display screen unit automatically in 
response to a signal for turning off the second display screen unit, as taught/suggested by 
Kobayashi. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to reduce electric power 
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consumed by selectively using the display screen units depending on existing conditions (e.g., 
second display screen unit being on or off) (Kobayashi: page 2, par. [0030]). 

As to independent Claim 7 and Claims 28 and 29, most of the claim limitations have 
already been discussed and met by references 3Com®, Derocher and Kobayashi, as detailed in 
the above paragraphs regarding independent Claims 5 and 20, with the exception of: sending 
information for a clock display to said first display screen unit automatically in response to a 
signal for turning off said display screen unit. 

As detailed above, the disclosures of 3Com®, Derocher and Kobayashi combine to 
teach/suggest sending information to said first display screen unit automatically in response to a 
signal for turning off said second display screen unit. 3Com® teaches/suggests wherein the 
handheld unit is capable of displaying information for a clock on the second display screen unit 
(3Com®: page 23). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the information to be displayed on the first display 
screen unit of 3Com®, Derocher and Kobayashi, such that information to be displayed included 
clock data, as taught/suggested by 3Com®. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have 
been to conveniently provide a user a clock in the event that the second display screen unit is 
turned off. 

Moreover, the Examiner takes Official Notice that displaying information for a clock 
display to a smaller auxiliary display (e.g., first display screen unit) on a hand held device is old 
and well-known in the art. At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the teachings of 3Com®, Derocher and 
Kobayashi such that the first display screen unit displayed information for a clock display 
(automatically in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen unit, as detailed 
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in the above paragraphs). The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to 
conveniently provide a user with information regarding the time of day. 

6. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 3Com 
Corporation ( Handbook for the Palm V Organizer . 1999) in view of Derocher (US 6,822,640 
B2) and Lenchik et al. (US 6,658,272 B1, hereinafter "Lenchik"). 

As to independent Claim 24, most of the claim limitations have already been discussed 
and met by references 3Com® and Derocher, as detailed in the above paragraphs regarding 
independent Claims 5 and 20, with the exception of: in response to an event, displaying 
computer generated information on a second display screen region identified by permanent 
printing therein, wherein said event is an incoming phone call and wherein said computer 
generated information is a dialog enabling the receipt of said phone call. 

3Com® does not disclose expressly wherein the hand held personal digital assistant is 
capable of receiving incoming calls. 

Lenchik teaches/suggests a hand held personal digital assistant that is capable of 
receiving incoming calls (inherently including data prompting a user for receipt of said incoming 
calls) {Lenchik: col. 4, lines 53-64). At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to further modify the teachings of 3Com® and 
Derocher such that the hand held device was capable of receiving incoming calls, as 
taught/suggested by Lenchik. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to 
enable to personal digital assistant to function as a cellular phone {Lenchik: col. 4, lines 53-64). 

As discussed above, the combined teachings of 3Com® and Derocher suggest the 
display screen associated with permanent printing (e.g., "second display screen region" in this 
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particular claim) capable of displaying "applications that occasionally present a window that 
notifies the user of a specific, required action" (Derocher: col. 7, lines 7-10). Thus, when the 
teachings of 3Com® and Derocher and taken in view of Lenchik, it is apparent that the data 
prompting a user for receipt of an incoming call constitutes "applications that occasionally 
present a window that notifies the user of a specific required action" (as disclosed by Derocher), 
and therefore displays computer generated information on the second display screen region 
identified by permanent printing therein, wherein said event is an incoming phone call and 
' wherein said computer generated information is a dialog enabling the receipt of said phone call. 



Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alexander S. Beck whose telephone number is (571) 272-7765. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



asb 

7/10/06 




SUMATI LEFKOWITZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



